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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

y^the application of 
Urban Cavazos 
Serial Nimber 10/678,968 
Filed: October 3, 2003 

For: IMPROVED FORTIFIED PRODUCT AND METHOD FOR PRODUCING THEREOF 
Art Unit 1761 
Examiner Milton Cano 

Declaration 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
Dear Sir: 

The undersigned, Urban Cavazos, hereby declares as follows: 

1. I am the inventor in the above identified application. 

2. In the past, I was represented by David G. Henry, Registra- 
tion 32735, 900 Washington Avenue, 7th Floor, Waco, Texas 77603- 
1470. The law firm Mr. Henry was associated with is a general 
practice firm. Mr. Henry has left the firm. 

3. Final Rejection of September 8, 2006 was mailed to Mr. 
Henry. I received a copy of this from the law firm with which Mr. 
Henry was associated. 
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4. Shortly before the expiration of the six month period 
following the Final Rejection of September 8, 2006, I telephoned 
Examiner Helen Pratt and explained my position. Examiner Pratt 
suggested that I file a Request for Continued Examination which 
would enable me to do what I wanted to do. Examiner Pratt 
explained that the Request for Continued Examination had to be 
received in the Patent Office before the application went aban- 
doned. I stated I would send the Request by Federal Express. 
Examiner Pratt gave me the street address of the Patent Office. In 
the process of receiving this information, I understood the Patent 
Office street address to be: 

400 Bulaney Street 

US Dept of Commerce Patent Off 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

as shown on the attached copy of FedEx Airbill 8592 2494 0417. 

5. I obtained a copy of Patent Office Form SB/30 from the 
Patent Office web site and, to the best of my ability, filled out 
the form and sent it by Federal Express to the address mistakenly 
transcribed as shown in the attached copy of the FedEx Airbill. 
This was sent on March 7, 2007 as shown in the upper left corner of 
the FedEx Airbill. 

6. I attached a check in the amount of $395 payable to the 
Patent Office in payment of the fee for the Request for Continued 
Examination. I did not attach a Request for Extension of Time or 



a check for payment of the necessary fee to the Request for 
Continued Examination because I was not aware of such a require- 
ment. I am not a patent attorney or patent agent and obviously 
have only a rudimentary knowledge of Patent Office rules and 
procedures • 

7. On May 29, 2007, because I had not received any information 
from the Patent Office about the Request for Continued so I called 
Examiner Pratt. I was informed that the Request for Continued 
Examination was improper and a notice to this effect had been 
mailed to the attorney of record on May 1, 2007. I had not 
received such a notice from Mr. Henry, or his law firm, by May 29, 
2007 and have not received such a notice from him to date. 
Examiner Pratt was kind enough to fax this Notice to me on May 29, 
2007. A copy of this Notice is attached, showing the fax informa- 
tion at the top of the page. 

8. During this conversation with Examiner Pratt, I learned 
that the Federal Express package that I sent on March 7, 2007 was 
not received by the Patent Office until April 13, 2007. This delay 
was caused by the mistakenly transcribed address that I placed on 
the Federal Express Airbill. 

9. I was referred by Examiner Pratt to her supervisor, Mr. 
Milton Cano. I talked twice to Examiner Cano who suggested that I 
file a Petition to the Director, a copy of which is attached. 



10. In an attempt to straighten this situation out, I obtained 
the services of G. Turner Holler, Registration 22978, 711 N, 
Carancahua, Suite 720, Corpus Christi, Texas 78475 in early June 
2007. He has been handicapped in attending to this matter because 
he is an alternate juror in the case of the United States of 
America vs. Citgo as explained in the attached Declaration of Mr. 



I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own 
knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and 
belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements 
were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the 
like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under 
Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code and that such 
willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the 
application or any patent issued thereon. 



Holier. 



Respect 




Urban Cavazos 
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P.O. Box 1470 
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding* 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 
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FIRST NAMED APPlXANT 



ATTY. CX)CKETN07T1TT.E 



DATE MAILED: 



NOTICE OF IMPROPER REQUEST FOR CONTINUED EXAMrNATfON (ROE) 

The request for continued examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 filed on 
improper for reasQa{$) indicated below. 



IS 



1. Continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .114 does not apply to an appficaUon for a design patent. 
Applicant may wish to consider filing a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b) or a CPA 
under37 CFR 1.53(d). 



2. Continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to an appBcalionttiat was filed i>dbre 
June 8. 1 985. Applicant may wish to consider filing a continuing application under 37 CFR 1 .53(b) 
or a CPA under 37 CFR 1.53(d). 



Continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to an application unless prosecution in 
the application is closed. If the RCE was* accompanied by a reply to a non4inal Office acBon, 
. the reply will be eritered aAd considered under 37 CFR 1.111. If the'RCE was d2! accompanied by 
a rei^y . the time period set foTth (n the last Office action continues to nm from the maiUng date of that 
action. 

4. The request was not filed before payment of the issue fee, and no peUtion under 37 CFR 1.313 was 
granted. If this applicalton has not yet Issued as a patent, applicant may wish to consider filing either 
a petition under 37 CFR 1.313 to withdraw this application from tssue, or a continuing appRcation 
under 37 CFR 1.53(b). 

'5. The request was not filed before abandonment of the application. The application was abandoned. 

or proceedings temiinated on . Applicant may wish to consider filing a' 

petition under 37 CFR 1 .137 to revive this abandoned applicatSon. 

6. The request was not accompanied by the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) as requlnad by 37 CFR 
1.114. Since the appllcaiion is not undei; appeal, the time period set fbrth in the final Office action or' 
notice of dUowance continues to run from the mailing date of that action or notice. 



7. Therequestwasnot accompanied by a submission as required by 37 CFR 1.114. Slncethe 
appflicaUon te not under appeal, the time pertod set forth In the final Office actior^ or notloe of 
allowance continues to run from the mailing date of that action or notice. 

Note: If a request for a continued prosecution application (CPA) under 37 CFR 1 .53(d) has been filed in 
the utiWy or plant application pnduding a previously filed CPA) that was filed on or after May 29, 2000, the 
request for a CPA has been treated as a RCE because the CPA practice no longer applies to such 
application. The constructive RCE, however, is improper for reason(s) Indicated above. 

A copy of this notice MUST be retumedt with any reply. 

Direct (he reply aryl anyquesUons about this notice to: 

(Jhl ptl^( ^p 9d Examining Gn^p . 

(703)30. 
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